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that of Italy there was and is inserted a piece of iron, a
nail, it was believed, of the true Cross.

Why, it may well be asked, seeing that the Roman
crown made the Emperor ruler of the whole habitable
globe, was it thought necessary for him to add to it minor
dignities which might be supposed to have been already
included in this supreme one ? The reason seems to be
that the imperial office was conceived of as something
different in kind from the regal, and as carrying with it
not the immediate government of any particular kingdom,
but a general suzerainty over and right of controlling all.
Of this a pertinent illustration is afforded by an anecdote
told of Frederick Barbarossa. Happening once to inquire
of the famous jurists who surrounded him whether it was
really true that he was ' lord of the world,' one of them
simply assented, another, Bulgarus, answered, ' Not as
respects ownership/ In this dictum, which is evidently
conformable to the philosophical theory of the Empire, we
have a pointed distinction drawn between feudal sove-
reignty, which supposes the prince original owner of the
soil of his whole kingdom, and imperial sovereignty which
is irrespective of place, and exercised not over things but
over men, as God's rational creatures. But the Emperor,
as has been said already, was also the East Prankish king,
uniting in himself, to use the legal phrase, two wholly dis-
tinct * persons/ and hence he might acquire more direct
and practically useful rights over a portion of his do-
minions by being crowned king of that portion, just as
a feudal monarch was often duke or count of lordships
whereof he was already feudal superior; or, to take a
better illustration, just as a bishop may hold livings in his
own diocese. That the Emperors, while continuing to be
crowned at Milan and Aachen, did not call themselves
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